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INTRODUCTION
Terrorism is a global phenomenon that includes most of the world. It is one of the most important events that took place after World War II, since it has spread in most parts of the world. It has become a major phenomenon that has led to the killing and displacement of millions of children and women. The main aim of terrorism was to topple governments in Muslim countries and create chaos in Western countries. And because of the violence and cruelty of terrorism, the international community must address and face this phenomenon.
The Importance of the Research
It is clear that terrorism did not have this great ability to inflate in a number of countries at the same time unless it had enormous financial potential. The international community has found that the major financing of International Journal of Asian Social Science 1. The lack of importance of terrorism in relation to other military conflicts. We support this aspect.
Although terrorism is a big term, but in real terms it clearly shows that it expresses a state of weakness and that the terrorists are in a state where they can not completely eliminate their adversary. The aim of the offense is to weaken the opponent's morale. If the terrorists were able to get rid of or finally defeat their enemy, then they would call their actions a revolution or coup. And when they resorted to terrorism.
Terrorist organizations are not looked upon as leadership of the military coup or revolution against the government because they are not capable of leading the masses. While they may be able to occupy certain parts of state territory. We can see this case clearly happening in northern Iraq and Syria were the establishment of a terrorist organization that occupied and declared a state that did not define its government, its methodology and its constitution.
2. Terrorism definition had clarify its target and objectives, which is violence based on destruction and property abuse. The attacks on property are acts of terrorism, while the killing of politicians is not the primary goal of terrorism. Since terrorism aims to create a state of terror within society by creating a state of terror achieved by killing non-politicians more than the killing of politicians. Where citizens are in a state of waiting and anticipation of terror and fear. We have seen that Da'ash organization has killed innocents of different sects and nationalities, and there is no barrier between what is considered a goal and what is not.
3. The definition of terrorism pointed on that coming from individuals and does not include state terrorism.
Were state terrorism is the terror of the powerful and is considered more tough and harsh to individuals.
So once we mention State terrorism we do not mean the use of armed forces against state opponents, but we mean the secret organizations owned by the state that are targeted to eliminate its opponents; While others have defined terrorism as "the intentional and organized use of means to provoke terror by the nature of these means, to achieve the goals." Faimau (2013) some types of terrorism have been described as red terrorism, which is the terrorism that occurred in former socialist countries (Melgunov, 1924; Nicolas et al., 1999) .
This definition combines State and individual terrorism. However, it did not fully integrate all elements of terrorism. This definition referred to terrorism as an organized body. While terrorist acts are not organized. The force of terror lacks coordination. It is an action that is not based on one frequency and specific times. In addition, terrorism is violence that runs counter to threats. Because the threat creates a state of caution and thus terrorism the International law authorized certain types of terrorism and was called different from terrorism, although such operations were terrorism by colonial Powers. It is necessary to distinguish between the right of peoples to selfdetermination and the actions of armed organizations that target their own people as a means of gaining power.
Therefore, terrorism is defined as: "a violent conflict approach whereby the perpetrator by means of terror and violent acts that lead top fear in order to dominate his political opinion or control over society or the state in order to maintain or change public social relations or destroy it" (Williamson, 2009 ).
We have many reservations to this definition, which include:
1. The definition of terrorism did not take into account the legitimate violence recognized by international law, such as the right to armed struggle for the realization of the right to self-determination and the right of civilians in the occupied territories to resist occupation. These are important aspects of the distinction between terrorism and the armed struggle of peoples under foreign occupation.
2. Terrorism may not be aimed at controlling society or giving preference to its political opinion. Those who intimidate society cannot control or convince them of the validity of their beliefs as long as terrorism is used as a means of gaining power. The aim of terrorism is to weaken power or bring attention to its demands. The armed violence practiced by the Palestinian factions against the Zionist occupation forces is not aimed at imposing the Palestinians' opinion on the Jews, but liberating their land from the occupiers.
3. The definition did not include the state terrorism used against fellow citizens, which is called the terror of the powerful against the weak. And this kind of terrorism is considered the worst.
From the study of terror and its objectives we can define terrorism as "organized armed violence led by armed groups whose aim is to instill fear among the people in order to overthrow the government." While International terrorism could be defined as "terrorism involving a foreign element." The foreign element shall either be individuals who carry out terrorism, or foreign funds or foreign land.
2-The Definition of Money Laundry
Some jurists have defined money laundering as: "transferring or moving funds illegally obtained or evading legal obligations into another form of retention of wealth to cover up and obscure their sources" (Shorbagi, 1999) .
While it is defined by other team as: "every process that conceals the illicit source from which funds are derived" (Mohammed, 1999) .
It is also defined by another scholars whom say that money-laundering is "conceals the fact of illicitly derived funds by exporting, depositing, employing or investing in lawful activities to escape seizures and confiscations and to show that the money is derived from legitimate sources, whether by filing, camouflaging, transport, transfer or investments that had been made in developed or under developed countries" (Hamdi, 1997) .
The French police expert (Lego Gerrard) defined as: "The attempt by various means may be taken from the business world to conceal the source of the illicit gain of funds -so that they can be invested without fear of being confiscated 1 -in legitimate financial or economic channels" (Lego, 1992) .
There are many definitions dealing with the concept of money laundering, such concepts had been also developed by time. during the United Nations Convention against Corruption, held in Vienna in 2003, it was defined as: "The move or transfer of property, knowing that it is coming as a result of a criminal act for the purpose of concealing or disguising the illicit origin of such property, or assisting any person involved in the commission of the original offense to evade the consequences of its conduct and concealing and disguising the true nature of the property or the rights or disposition of the property" (Zuhair, 2005) .
The Bazel Committee of 1988 defined it as "all banking operations undertaken by agents and their partners with the intention to conceal the criminal origin of funds and their owners".
While the International Narcotics Control Board (INCB) has defined money laundering as "the hidden diversion of funds of criminal origin to the legal channels of legitimate business, making them ordinary, legal and legitimate" (Abdel-Fattah et al., 1999) .
The United States Commission for the Investigation of Organized Crime viewed the definition of moneylaundering as: "The process of concealing the existence of an illegal source or the illegal use of income and concealing that income as legitimate income".
In article 648 of the Italian Criminal Code, the Italian legislator defined money laundering as: "the replacement of any money, goods or other funds derived from any kind of intentional crime or the concealment of the source of such funds from the crimes derived therefrom (Ahmed, 2000) .
The German legislator, who considered money-laundering a crime since 1992, defined money laundering in article 261 of the German Penal Code as: "concealing, obscuring, preventing or impeding the disclosure of origin or location or causing obstruction of location, Hand or seizure of property resulting from a serious crime committed by a person who is a member of a criminal organization and applying the same rules to the accomplices of the crime" (Meyer, 1999) .
It should be noted that some researchers defined money laundering as: "Any process that prevents the knowledge of the origin and movement of money so that it can be used in legitimate economic activity without fear of any criminal, civil or legal penalties" (Meyer, 1999) .
We note from this definition, while it made money laundering limited to money only, it has defined the moneylaundering process as: "Any criminal, civil or legal penalties, so what it means by "legal term"?, and weather criminal and civil penalties are considered legal or not?" therefore the word "legal" is not necessary in this definition.
Money Laundering has also been defined by some Iraqi law-makers who are interested in studying money laundering as: "concealing or disguising the fact of money obtained from a crime stipulated in national or international law, the source, location, disposition, movement or ownership of such property or personal rights by virtue of the fact that the perpetrator is aware that such money is obtained from a crime (Abdul, 1973) .
The Jordanian (Anti-Money Laundering Law No. (46), 2007) defines it as: "any act involving the acquisition, possession, disposal, management, custody, replacement, deposit, investment, manipulation or transfer of funds, or any act that conceals or camouflages its origin, real nature, location, disposition, ownership or rights related to it, knowing that it is obtained from one of the offenses set out in article 4 of this law."
In light of the above, we see from my humble point of view that money laundering could be defined as a series of overlapping financial transactions that take place inside or outside the state to hide the truth of money or to obliterate their illicit origin and to show it in the form of money obtained from a legitimate source.
Second: Position of International Law Against Terrorism
The international community has begun to focus on the fight against terrorism since the events of 11 
II. Combating Money Laundry to Finance Terrorism According To International Documents
The crime of money laundering is one of the most serious crimes at present because of the financing of illegal for illicit purposes. It should be noted that in October 1992, the organization, through its main committee, issued a resolution that included a set of anti-money laundering measures to be taken by its members (securities bodies) in the framework of its supervisory processes over the parties under its control and authority. These procedures require securities authorities;
The Association of Insurance Supervisors (IAIS), in October 2000, issued the Basic Principles of
Insurance (17 principles 
III. International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism
In 1999 The financing of terrorism is of grave concern to the entire international community, The agreements defined the terms of the funds, government facility and proceeds 27 . And defined what follows:
I. Persons Who Commit Terrorist Financing Offenses
1. Any person who, by any means, directly or indirectly, unlawfully and willingly, makes or collects funds with the intention of using them, or knows that they will be used in whole or in part, to:
(a) an act constituting an offense within the scope of a treaty contained in the annex; 
II. Conventions on Terrorism to Which States are Committed
The Convention lists a number of agreements to which States are committed. Which: 
Third: The Acts of Financing Punishable by it
1. Financing shall be deemed to be one of the specific offenses and if funds are not actually used for the commission of a fund-raising crime;
2. The crime is committed solely to the attempt to finance terrorism. The agreement did not respond to this organization. We tried to arrange these subjects so that they could be understood legally. The wording of the agreement was not good.
III. Obligations of States
The Convention has obligations on States:
28 Paragraph 2 of the International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism states: "(a) Upon deposit of an instrument of ratification, acceptance, approval or accession, a State Party which is not a party to a treaty included in the annex may declare, To the State party, that such a treaty is not included in the annex referred to in subparagraph (a) of paragraph 1. The declaration will cease to exist once the treaty enters into force for the State party, which will inform the depositor of the matter;
1. If the crime is committed within one State that is within the jurisdiction of that State and the other States shall not interfere. The formulation of the Convention was not successful in this respect 31 ;
2. To consider the offenses set out in the Convention as criminal offenses under its domestic law;
3. Punish of those crimes with appropriate penalties which take due account of their severity 32 .
We believe that this text is not useful because crime is committed within States and it is legally responsible for punishing those who commit it and does not require an international convention to do so;
4. Each State Party shall take the necessary measures, in accordance with its domestic legal principles, to enable any legal entity existing in its territory or regulated under its laws to be held liable if a person responsible for the administration or administration of that entity commits an offense set out in the 
IV. Jurisdiction of States
The Convention defines the jurisdiction of States to penalize the financing of terrorist crimes as follows:
1. Each State Party shall take the necessary measures to establish its jurisdiction in respect of the offenses referred to in article 2 when the offense is committed in the territory of that State; or on board a vessel with the flag of that State or aircraft registered under the laws of that State at the time of the commission of the offense ;
Or by a national of that State;
2. Each State Party may also determine its jurisdiction over such offenses in the following cases:
a. if the object of the crime or its result is the commission of an offense within the territory of that State or against one of its nationals; b. if the object of the crime or its result is the commission of an offense referred to in the Convention against a State or public facility of that State and situated outside its territory, including the diplomatic or consular premises of that State; c. if the object of the crime or its result is the commission of an offense in the Convention in an attempt to compel that State to do or to refrain from doing any act;
d. If the offense is committed by a stateless person whose habitual residence is in the territory of that State;
e. If the crime is committed on board an aircraft operated by the Government of that State. The researcher believes that these rules are general rules, and that the new thing is to coordinate between countries to prevent the financing and punishment of terrorism so as not to overlap jurisdictions in the prosecution of persons by two countries for the same crime.
7. Each State Party shall take appropriate measures in accordance with its domestic legal principles to identify, detect, freeze or seize any funds used or earmarked for the purpose of committing the offenses as well as proceeds from such offenses for the purpose of confiscation, as appropriate. Each State shall, in accordance with its domestic legal principles, take appropriate measures to confiscate the funds used or allocated for the purpose of committing the offenses set forth in article 2, as well as proceeds from such offenses. Each State Party concerned may consider entering into agreements providing for the sharing of funds derived from the confiscation referred to in this article with other States, in all cases or on a case-by-case basis 36 .
V. Cooperation among States to Prevent the Financing of Terrorism
The If the State Party in whose territory the alleged offender is present does not extradite that person, it shall be obliged to refer the case without undue delay and without any exception and whether or not the offense was committed in its territory to its competent authorities for the purpose of criminal prosecution, Legislation of that State. Such authorities shall take their decision in the same manner as in the case of any other offense of a serious
When the domestic legislation of a State Party permits the extradition of a national of its nationality only on the condition that it is returned to it for the sentence imposed on it as a result of the trial or the proceedings for which extradition has been requested, the State and the State requesting such extradition agree to such a formula and such other conditions as it deems appropriate, Conditional extradition shall be sufficient to exempt the requested State Party from the obligation 38 .
VI. Extradition of those Accused of Terrorist Financing Offenses
The 6. States shall fulfill their obligations in conformity with any other treaties or arrangements on mutual legal assistance or information that may exist between them. In the absence of such treaties or arrangements, States
Parties shall exchange such assistance in accordance with their domestic legislation 40 .
7. For the purpose of extradition or mutual legal assistance, any crime relating to the financing of terrorism shall not be considered a financial offense. States parties may therefore not invoke the financial nature of the crime alone to refuse a request for mutual legal assistance or extradition 41 .
This means that the accused person is charged with two offenses, the first a financial crime and the second financing terrorism. In this case, the person is charged with one crime, which is a crime of financing terrorism and not a financial offense.
8. For the purpose of extradition or mutual legal assistance between States Parties, any offense relating to the financing of terrorism shall not be considered a political offense or an offense connected with a political offense or a politically motivated crime. Thus, a request for extradition or mutual legal assistance based on such an offense may not be refused merely because it concerns a political offense or an offense connected with a political offense or a politically motivated crime 42 .
This means that the Convention has stripped the terrorist financing offenses of political character, although politically motivated. This is in response to UN Security Council Resolutions 1368 and 1373 issued in 2001, which defined terrorist crimes as political. Accordingly, we see that the accused of the crime of financing terrorism is not entitled to seek political asylum;
9. According to the Convention, it may not be construed as imposing an obligation to extradite or to exchange legal assistance if the requested State Party has good grounds to believe that the request for extradition for the offenses set forth in the financing of terrorism or the request for mutual legal assistance in respect of such offenses , Has been submitted with a view to prosecuting or punishing a person for race, religion, nationality, ethnic origin or political opinions, or to believe that their response to the request would prejudice the person's status for any of these reasons 43 .
VII. Legal and Judicial Assistance among States
The Convention on Combating the Financing of Terrorism defines cooperation between States in the field of legal and judicial matters, as follows:
1. A person detained or sentenced in the territory of a State Party and whose presence is requested in another State Party for purposes of identification, testimony or other assistance may be transferred to, or tried to obtain, evidence for the purpose of investigating or prosecuting the offenses set forth in article 2, If the following conditions are fulfilled: first, the consent of that person voluntarily and with full knowledge; and second, the consent of the competent authorities of both States to the transfer, subject to the conditions they deem appropriate.
The State to which the person is transferred shall be held in custody and shall be bound by that unless the State from which it is transferred requires or authorizes the State to which the person is transferred, without delay, to fulfill its obligation to return it to the custody of the State from which it was transferred The State to which the person is transferred may not require the State from which he was transferred to initiate extradition proceedings in order to return him to it; the person transferred shall be counted for the period of time spent in detention by the State to which he was transferred, As of the duration of the sentence imposed on him in the State J was transferred. Such person shall not be tried for any nationality, detention or other restrictions on his freedom of movement in the territory of the State to which he is transferred for any acts or convictions prior to his departure from the territory of the State from which he was transferred 44 .
Any person placed in custody or on whom any other proceedings or proceedings are instituted pursuant to this Convention shall be treated fairly and all rights and guarantees under the legislation of the State in which such person is present and the applicable provisions of international law, including human rights provisions. 
